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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use 
the invention. 

Claim 6 recites wherein the encoder includes a digital to analog converter. 

This is contrary to the disclosure as demonstrated in Figure 2 (240). Claim 
continues with and wherein the intermediate video information includes 
analog pixel information. It is not disclosed how a digital to analog converter is 
supposed to operate on analog input data! 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 
USPQ 459 (1966) , that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: (See MPEP Ch. 
2141) 

a. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art; 

b. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims in issue; 

c. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art; and 

d. Evaluating evidence of secondary considerations for indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 1-5, 7-11, 13-19, and 21-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over X. Chen et al., USPN6,658,057 (hereinafter "Chen") in view of 
A.C.W. Lai et al., US Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0190876 
(hereinafter "Lai"). Chen reference was provided by the applicant as part of IDS 
dated 8/31/2005. 

Regarding claims 1 , 9, 15, 17, 21 , 22, 23, 24, and 27 Chen discloses a method, 
process, system, and computer code comprising: 

a decoder (Fig. 1 , element 12) to decode encoded video information 
(16) having a first format into intermediate video information (15) and to 
extract motion vectors from the encoded video information (Also Fig. 2, 
which is an expanded version of Fig.1 ; Col. 3, lines 66- 67; Col. 4, line 1 ); 
an encoder (14) to encode the intermediate video information into output 
video information (17) having a second format using the motion vectors 
extracted from the encoded video information (Col. 4, lines 12-16). 
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Chen discloses MPEG format but fails to explicitly disclose other formats. 
Furthermore, Chen does not explicitly disclose a device to store the output 
video information from the encoder. 

However, in an analogous art, Lai substantially discloses ability to transcode 
amongst multiple media formats (Figs. 6, 7; Tables 1-5; Paragraph [136]). 
Furthermore, Lai teaches a device (Fig. 2, element 212) to store the output 
video information from the encoder (Paragraphs [98], [137]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills, at the time of 
invention, to modify the system of Chen with Lai's teaching to allow conversion 
amongst variety of video formats and storing said videos. 

Regarding claims 2, 13, and 18, wherein the first format and the second 
format have a common format (Chen teaches an MPEG transcoder, where the 
input and output have the same format; Col. 3 lines 18-25, and 43-50) 

Regarding claim 3, wherein the common format includes MPEG-1, MPEG-2, 
MPEG-4, H.264, Windows Media Video version 9 (WMV9) or Advanced 
Video System (AVS), rejected by the same analysis as claims 1, and 2 ( Lai, 
discloses several examples, Tables 2, 3, 4, and 5. It is obvious that variations of 
such formats are inherent in Lai's teaching, Paragraphs [8] and [63]). 
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Claims 4, 14, and 19 are rejected by the same analysis as claim 3. As taught by 
Lai, see Figs. 6, 7. 

Regarding claims 5, 10, and 25 wherein the decoder is arranged to extract 
quantization data (Chen Fig. 2, element 20; Col. 3, lines 29- 35), picture data 
(Col. 3, lines 63- 65), or error data from the encoded video information. 

Regarding claim 7, wherein the intermediate video information includes 
digital pixel information, see Chen, Col. 3, lines 37- 50. 

Regarding claims 8 including: an output port to output the intermediate 
video information, Chen amply demonstrates that the intermediate video is 
outputted to element 14 (the encoder). 

Regarding claim 1 1 , wherein the converting includes: decoding the encoded 
video stream to generate a stream of uncompressed pixel data, see Chen, 
Col. 4, lines 12-19 where element 15 is uncompressed. 

Regarding claim 16 storing the intermediate video stream, rejected as claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 26, controlling a rate of the encoding using the quantization 
data and the picture data, (Chen, Col. 4, lines 43- 48; Also Fig. 2, element 46). 
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4. Claims 6, 12, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Chen in view of Lai, in further view of K. Washino, USPN 6,370,198 
(hereinafter "Washino"). 

Regarding claims 6 (assuming that the applicant meant wherein the encoder 
includes an analog to digital converter as shown in Fig. 2), 12, and 20, the 
system of Chen and Lai does not explicitly disclose an A/D converter as part of 
the encoder, and wherein the intermediate video information includes 
analog pixel information. 

However, Washnio, in an analogous art, substantially discloses taking in digital 
inputs (Fig. 1 , elements 120, and 122) and converting them to analog outputs. 
This is further detailed in Fig. 4, elements 404, 424, and 426. Washino further 
discloses that the output (426) is further inputted to another bus or device for 
further processing (Col. 15, lines 47- 59). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skills, at the time of 
invention, to modify the system of Chen and Lai with Washino's teaching to 
further include analog signals for format conversions. 
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Contacts 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JAMES R. MARANDI whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1843. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM- 5:00 PM M-F, 
EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher C. Grant can be reached on (571) 272-7294. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/James R. Marandi/ 
/Christopher Grant/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2623 



